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In which Anſwer you have his Preſumpts- | 
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\ Eſtabliſh yon in in all Goſp 


To the Impartial REA DER. I 
TY Freinds and Country-men what was of old Pre- 


| difted by the great Apoſtle of the Gentiles, is ma- 
nifefted in theſe our days, 2T im. 4. 4. That, men ſhall 


turnaway their ears from the truth, and'will be tur- 
ned unto Fables. AmongFt which, there 15 nota great- 
er, ſhrouded under the notion of Relgious worſhip *then 


that which mo$t men will call Infant-baptiſmn.y tho it | 
' hath not-ſo much as the likeneſs. of Chriſt's baptiſm. x. 


Not the Subjects ; for they are no other then penitent 
Belivers ; 2.Not the Sign ;, for that is total Immerſion, 


' Burying, or overwhelming in Water. 3. Not the thing 
. Signified ; which is a Death to Sin ; being buryed wit! 

, Chris, Riſing again to Newneſs of Life + None of all 
this is ia Infants-baptiſm. Reader, thou art here Pre- 
; ſented with a Brief Reply to a Book written by a Worthy 


Dy. 4Gentleman of parts and learning its pity he dropt 


upon fuch an nndertaking.that hath been ſo very nn--. 


fortunate to all the managers #f it that it never Gained 
them Credit. I Expected that ſome of our.mgre able 


& Learned Gnides : ( theftrings of whoſe Rooks, with 
; Reſpett to Parts, and Learning, 1 am not worthy to un- 
zy, would in a few lines have diſpatcht an -anſwer :but 


:t not appearing ;, and the Dr in his Prefate ſo earneſt- 
ly Tnuwingto the work ;'put me npon the Attempt ;; 
And I hope my zeal for every goſpel truth was the chief 
7:0tive, together with the good of Souts. Was God'ſo 
Fealous of his own worſhip-that he ſeverly puriſhed the: 
Paidlators of it, what will become of them that obey not 


ln) 
— 


the Goſpel of God ? if the conqueſt of an enemy again$F \| A 


the command of his geiifal.,, coſt a Roman Gentleman 


his life, Chryſ. ia Rom. 1.Hom. 2. And the killing of a 
Lyon contrary tothe law of the Kings hunting, coft- a poor 
Perſian his head; O then do not preſume on the violati- 
07 of Gods laws : And now that God wou'd dirett and 
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Some brief Refle&tions on the Dotor's Pre- 


| | face. 


FF Pag. 1. He expreſſeth the deep Senſe he hath 
of the great Duty that lyes upon him, to Con- 
vince ſome. Baptiſts in his Pariſh, of the Error of their 


| not Baptiſing their Infants: For which negle& of 
| theirs, he demands their Reaſon, &c Upon which 


his Neighbour B. A. ſends the Dr. a few. Lines in+ 
cluding this one Reaſon ; Becauſe Chriſt, the great 


us to Baptiſe them, @&*c. which 1sworded at large 1n 
the Dr's Preface ; p. 2,: 3, 44 5- To which Letter, 
the Dr. returns a very Friendly and ſmooth Anſwer ; 
and ſubſcribes himſelf, His affeRtionate Paſtor, &e*s. 
P.:6; 7. And then he tells as; © He procured the 


4 © Writings, of. our. moſt Eminent Authors, that he 
And. 
t, after all, he folemny Declares, © That he is more- 


© may inform himſelf of the Controverlies. 


* 


Confirmed,that the Baptiſm of young Children is in 


© oreable to the Inſtitution of Chriſt, &c. 
 . Reply, Firſt, Sir, How ſhould it become a Con- 
troverſie ? I confeſs there are ſome Differences in Re- 


troverted ': What, a Controverſie, and yet ſuch an 
| Agreement ! For, (1ſt.) Do not we agree, That the 
holy Scriptures are the only Rule of Faith, in Religi- 


/in Scripture, is no part of Divine Worſhip. (5) Both 
| we and you agree, that there is no Precept, nor Ex- 
aTple for Infant-baptiſm in all the Scriptures. (4-)/ 
And, Sir; Do not we all agree, That there is both 
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Lawgiver to the Goſpel-Church, never Commantled | 


© any wile to be Retained in the Charch, as moſt a-, | 
ligion; that there are ſome ſhow. of Reaſon to be Cor« 


ous Worſhip. (2.) You, and we, and all, except | 
| Quakers, or Papiſts, ſay, That what is not to be fuund | 


4 


- Precept and Example in Scripture for Believer's Ba- 


p madden... þ. % FREY mare oat _—_— T2 a {ew ( JO 


with a Pretence too,of beinz mg | 
Inſtitution: O dreadful! when the contrary is ſo e- 
vident : But it's too Deſperate an Attacque, to talk 
of laying that aſide, which was the Eafis on whichthe 
Antichriſtian Monarchy was Founded ; from. the Pi- 
nacle of whoſe proud Sapzritrufare,the ar of Sir 
did caſt his Imperial Glance,and ſay with Nebuchad- 
wag > Vah, Babylon, Babylon, Proprio te robore 
ervo. | 
Preface. p. 8. The Dr. ſaith, © He hath not been 


er. And yet the Dr. ſaith, forgll this, T hat Bap i- 
ing of yourg Children mu FE in theCharch 


" —__ of -Objetions,but hath given them their fall 


© Weight. 


Reply. 1 know no ObjeQtion he hath anſwered, as 


the Reader will obſerve, And I do not fee he feared 


| them, for he hath leapt over then as ſo many Straws. 


Yet p. 9. He hopes he hath competently proved that 


|| Tifants, as well as adult perſons, ought to be Bapti- 
ſed &c. Then Sir, it ſeems adult perſons ought to. 


' be Baptifed; but how hath he proved that Infants ate? 


© And the Second Part, the Dr. ſaith, ſhall be 3no- 


© ther diſtin Treatiſe ;, that he will Publiſh in due 


*timez to convince us that it js-not neceſſary to Ad- 

© miniſter Baptiſing by Dipping——Whick'is all one / 
© as if he had ſaid, it is not neceſſary to Adminiſter. 
© Baptiſing by Baptiſing; for he knows Dipping 15 Ba- - 


* priſing + And it cannot be withont Dipping ergo '_ 


© [Immergo, Obbruo, Item, T mgo, &C. to Dip, Plunge; 


© Ec. what wonders the Dz,will do 1 know not : He 
| © Talks great, and promiſes to reſolve all our Scru- | 
| * ples, and Doubts ; Which we wait for. : 
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fants-baptifin ſhould be 1aid'aſide ? And what ſittle' 
Reaſon 1s there it ſhould be a Controverfte any lon-" 


greeable toChriſt's 
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1. WRONG, 

i 9 Three-penny Anſwer 
Dr. AASHTO N's Conference, &c. 
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_ |Page2. JD 'HE Doffor deſires to know 
, 4 Eat the Reaſon why we refuſe 
o baptize our Infants © TS. 
Anſwer. Becauſe Chriſt, the great. Law- 
. piverto the Goſpel-Church, hath not Com- 
- enanded it, and wedarenot,change, oralter 
- the Sacraments and Subjefts of 'the Neaw- 
_ [Teſtament, —- "Therefore we count it no 
egle&t to omit that which never was in- 
* Pyned as the Duty of Chriſtians to Per- 


rm. | 
Dr. p. 3. * This then is-your Reaſon ? ' 
$011.” hs hs — _ Ratda: A 


ar on 
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no Command, or Authority for it in the 


; Deming ſ{uch Authority, I ſhould notſo much 
a 


—— — ———— —— 
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fants were in Covenant, and Holy, and capable 


Reply. This is one, anda good one too : 
Por to praCtice that under the notion of a 
Goſpel-Ordinance, without a Goſpel-Com- 
mand, 1s daring Preſumption : for it cannot {. 
be Childrens right in*Infancy, there being | 


Goſpel ; which were the Dr. capable of a{- 


Oo 
mire his great Confidence : ; But there is | -« 
no reaſon that we ſhould accept of ſuch| « 
frivolous Stuff, or inconſequent Non-ſequi-| 
ters as are commonly brought ; That Infants 


were -Circumciſed, therefore to. be Baptiſed.”. In-| 
& 
I 


of Salvation, and therefore to be Baptiſed. This 
15 but a pittiful begging the Queſtion, ſo to] 1 
Argue. CAE: 


- Dr. p. 5. © But will -you then ſubmit, j 
©acknowledge your Error, and baptiſe]  B 
your Childten e EPR + 494.35. 
. Reply. Yes, we will when the Dy. hatly as 
proved it our Duty by divine Authority | th 
I do hereby faxhtully promiſe him in beJ- jy 
balf of the reſt; [I will become their :Surety- $y 
or Sponſer for it : for T hope weare Conf. hi 
ſcionably tender. of all known Duties. | fu 

Dr. *Tam afraid you will not; for fom(-awj 
*©mens Prejudices are fo ftrong, they. wi un 
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* no 
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<not ſubmit to the plaineſt Convittion-: 
© And therefore 1t is but trifling to call for 
©Goſpelcommands, when your Prejudices, 


- *or Fancies will not ſuffer you, to obſerve 
<them; — as I could more particularly con- 
«vince you, if the Digrefſion were not too 


i Ge 


*large; in the neglecting the uſe of. the 


© Lord's-Prayer, and Singing of P/a/ms, both 


*which\ are commanded 1in- the Goſpel of 
© our Lord Jeſus. 


your {mooth words ſpent already ? 


 Whar, are we judged Prejudiced Perſons, 


and negleQers of Gofpel Commands, all 
in a Breath; withoutthe leaſt Provocation ? 
What, will not our Prejudices or Fancies 
admitus to imbrace Truth ? I fear you 


| judge us out of a principle of your own | 
Breſt ! ---- Sure, our Refor's Intelle&s are | 
not ſo clear, nor his Brains fo well clarify'd, | 


as to inſpeCt our Hearts, and know us better 
than we ourſelves :: Prejudices ſtrong ! Pre- 


- Judices and Fancies ! -« Becauſe we cannot 
' ſubſcribe to his bare Ipſe-dixits; nor take 
his Say -ſo's,” for Proofs. == Can the Dr. 


ſuppoſe that ſuch diſingenious Inſitmations 


- will credit his Cauſe £ Moreover, it's an 
unjuſt Charge, to accuſe us with neglect ; 
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ws How- now, Sir 9 What, are all -: 


| 


| 
| 
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of the Lord's-Prayer, and Singing ,P/alms; | . 
for we are in the prattice of them both, as | 
they are injoyned in the Goſpel of our Lord | x 
Jeſus. Now, how unfit our Redor is to be | . 
a Corredor of his diſſenting Pariſhoners, let B. 
the Reader judge ? | 
The Dr.ſpends the ſix and ſeventh pages | 
about the Command we expett of him : He | © 
asks, * Whether it's 20:idem verbis we ex- 
 ©pect? An expreſs Command, which is 3 
neceſſary in all poſitive Worſhip, ſuch as | & 
the Sacrament of Baptiſm is, which depends | _ 
upon the Will of the great Legulator, | 
In p. 8. The Dr. is pleaſed to fay, <It | 
*15 unreaſonable ( not to ſay impertinent) | «| 
© for us to require an expreſs Command tor | c, 
© Infants-baptiſm, This he hopes to con- 
vince us of. . ''S 
Repty. T ask the Dr. What Ordmance | g. 
there 1s, that hath it's SanQion from divine 'm 
Authority, that is not expreſly command-| y. 
ed under either Law or Goſpel £ Circumci- ge 
ſion, Gen. 17. 12. Every Man-child on the) 
eighth Day ſhall be cir cumciſed--- Their paſſo- 
wer-Sacrifices, aud carnal-Oraiyinuces, Heb. 9] <y 
4, 5-10, of which we cannot now ſpeak{ «1 
particularly ; and God made thoſe the in-|c ,, 
itances of his Juſtice, that made the lealt]'c , - 
AE RIEER derogas. . 
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derogation therefrom, as may beabundantly 


New-- Teſtament, are expreſly Recorded 


nitent-Believers, Men and Women ; As 


| 8. 12. -37. /Afﬀs 10. 48. Aﬀﬀs 16. 3o. 
| As 18. 8. Such that had not the pre- 


requiſite Qualifications, are repulſed, Mar. 
3. though the Natural Seed of believing 
Abram. --= And how exprelly 1s the Lords- 
Supper lajd down in Scripture, x Cor. Ty. 


| 20. with the antecedent Duty of Self-exa- 
mination : What can be more exprels ? 


But the Dr. faith, *© It is unreaſonable 
©for us to expeQt'expreſs Command in Scri- 
©ture for Infant-baptiſm, 

Reply. It is ſo: Firſt, becauſe Infant- 
baptiſm 1s a mere human Tradition. And 
Secondly, becauſe it is contradictory to com- 
mon Senſe and Reaſon, that Rartiſmz ſhould 
be Baptiſm : and that a Babe ſhould be Re- 
generated and Born again, at a Day Old, by 
acting of ſuch a Tragedy. 

Dr. p. 8. © And, firſt it may a little abate 
*your Confidence, to tell you, (ſaith he) 
* that what you io warmly inſiſt upon, hath 
<ever been the praQtice oft 


| ſhewed. Likewiſe, the Sacraments of the 


and Injoyned. -— po : the SubjeQts pe-- 


the greateſt Here- 
* ticks 1nall Ages of the Church, WereI | 


B I ' 6 ew 
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| | * to Diſcourſe with Scholars, who are capa-' 
{#/ ©ble to examin antient Writings, I could 
| ©then ſhew you that this Appeal to the ex- 
'} ©preſs words of Scripture, was the very-Ar- 
' *rifice of the firſt: Four grand Hereſies, con- 
4 <demned by the firſt Four general Councils. 


Reply. it we'may not appeal to expreſs 


| Commands in Scripture for Gofpe-Ordi- 
j| nances, I wonder for what we may expe . 
j| expreſs Commands? . I am forry to read 
} ſuch Expreſſions from ſo worthy a Prote- 
| ſtant Door. He talks of our Symbolizing 
' with Hereticks, -— Tt is pity he ſhould 10 
4 <Symbolze with Father Szmon the French 
# <Prieft; Author of the. Critical Hiſtory of 
| < the Ola-Teftament ; *who makes it his Bu» 
# <fineſs to: ſhew the Inſufficiency of the 


«Scriptures todecide Controveriies in Re- 


« lg10n withont Tradition. In his Preface 


« he hath theſe Words, There #s,. without 


i < donbt,; Ignorance, or Prepoſſeſſion in the minds . 
1} <of Proteſtants, mo pretens that the Scripture 


* ;5 clear rh it felf, reithout the help of Tradztion. 
- 'Then let meenginreinto matter of Fatt : 


M And it's pity the Dr. would notbe {o kind as 
Ii ro have tavoured us with a Citation of thole 
Ii Antient Writings, -- Bnt either he was ſen- 


ſible that none 0 us conld. examine them, 


tho' | 
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| Book of Chriſtian Doiftrin, cap. 9g. Tn tis. 


pv Wm YF VOY VT." WP WS is GT TE 0 Mo ©. 


__wie\d* 


tho? ſeveral of our Authors he mentions in 
nis Book, were no way inferiour to himſelf. 
in Learning. Orelfſe, 24ly, His Reaſon why 
he did not mention them, was becauſe they: 
would do his Cauſe no kindneſs : For I 
am fatisfy*d, that the antient and moſt ap- 
proved Authors are. direQly. againft him. 
St. Auguſtine is of another mind-in his 2d 


gue Aperte Scriptura pg Inveniuntur. 
ella ommia que continent fidem moreſque Vis 
end;, - Tn thoſe things which are plainly, 
laid down in Scripture, are found all thoſe 
things which appertain to Faith, and the. |} 
Rules of Living. This antient Dr. was. | 
not of our Paſtors mind : .For to be plainly 
laid down, and expreſſed, are 'Synonimonus 
Terms; but Infant-baptiſm is neither expreſs 
ſed, nor plainly laid down in Scripture ;10 that 
it doth not appertaineitherto Faitthor Man- 
ners, St. Epiphanius, who lived about the .i 
end of Cextary 4, who Wrote a Catalogue of i 
all the Hereſtes down to his Day, ſaith thus | 
in that Catalogue : The Cauſe of their He- | 
reſies ariſes from theſe Hereticks not apply- | 
ing themſelves to Scripture, with a Spirit | 
of Piety : For it jsa conſtant Principle, faith | 
he, that all the faving Truths are o_ 

| clearly 
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if to be found clearly, is caprefy ; and&-whatcan 


# be more expreſs againſ{t-our-Dofor's diſin- 


l | thor ? Again, 'Tertullizn before him, in his 
| Scripture,” &c. T adore the. fulneſs of Serie 


! add, or leſſen it. And inhis Book-of the Floh 


i l/es,--Nor recipio quod extra Seripturam, &c, 1 
do zot allow o what thou ſaye$t or urge, that is 
F zotin Scriptare. T wonder what kindeſsany 
/# antient- Authors would do our Dottor's 
i Cauſe; for behold, they are generally.expre/s 
| againſt him ?: H&w doth our Lord declare, 


| Err, indenying the Reſurretion * They aid 


i to "UM. Lake IO, 260; Chrilt asks the L aw- 
I ger, How readeft thou? —— i 


if Again, the Dr.faith,: 1* was the prattice 


oF 


tl Charch, to appeal to expreſs Scripture, — 1 

. | 4 % > 
| defire-to know, what Church the means : 
| But at preſent I am under a temptation to 


l charly in the Scripture. Now-I conceive; 


*enious Suggeſtion,” than this antient Au- 
'# Diſpute againſt Hermogenes, cap, 22.: Adoro- 
| prures; ler Hermogenes demonſtrate that jt 
Wl «s Written ;- if it be not Written, let him fear 
i that Woe which i pronounced againit thoſe that. 


'q of Chri#,diſputing with that Heretick Apel- 
W &CS 


| char choſe antient Zreticks, the Saduces, did 


* not k2ow-the: Scriptures: not for appealing 
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of the greateit Hereticks in all Ages of the 


believe 


hoes. 
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| [believe he: means the Church of Rome ;: 
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« Firſt, Becauſe: the 'Herefie of the Ne-. 


[* /foriens was, in- their Dexying. the Bleſſed 


© Virgin#o have. beenithe Mother of God. p.' 9. 
©And the Macedonians ſaid, It was no where 
Written, "that the Holy-Gho#t was God, — 
What our DefQor's Conceptions are in the 
caſe, I cannot divine ; but I ſuppoſe he doth 
not: believe the: Virgin Mary to have been. 
the Mother-of the: Holy-Gho# : I cannot 
find, that in his late Diſcourſe on the T75nzty, 
he hath ſuch a Conception : Nor do I fee 
how -1t ſhould be beheved, that a Creature 
ſhould be the Mother ofthe great Cxzaros, 
though She was the. Mother of our Lordr |} 
J=$vs, according to the Fleſh. And it's 


moſt .evident, in the Clonds of Apoſtacy, 


General Coancils did Confirm more Hereſies. 
than they did Condeman; as Learned Pa- 
nermitanus ſaith, ” Magis credendom laico ſt | 


| ” Scripturas adferat, quam Pape, & tota Cons 


? filia, fi abſque Scripturis agant. 1. e. We 
bave more reaſon, to believe a Lay-man, 
it he brings Scripture, than the Pope, and 


| the whole Council, if they talk without 


Scripture.-- As indeed they did, when they 
gave Iafats-bapiiſm 1t's Sandtion in the 
Milenetan Council, 402. It i our Will, that 

all 


If a who offivm young Children have everlaſting 


Life, which are not Bapti 
of Original Sen, fall 


Thus was firſt Confirmed by Pope Iznocert, 


with Seventy Biſbops. 'Our Will, and We 


Will, was the Origmal of Infants-Baptiſms ; 
not GOD's Will. | 


And ifour Dr. bea Proteſtaat then in the 
Judgment of fuch a Church, and General 
| Councils, he is a Hererick alſo. Andasto 


what the Doctor is pleas'd to ſay about: the. 


Loxdon-Conference, Apr. 3d: 1676. I have 


not perufed that, as-I can remember, tho? I 
have read oze Diſpute betwixta now Biſhop 
of the Church of Exel. and 'a Roman Gen» 
tleman, which T {hall have occafion to men- 
tion hereafter. 


to the taking away | 
1 ;atrwokace, | 54 
if in the 5th Council of (Carthage, 416, We | 
tft Wzl, that whoſoever denyeth, that little Chit» 
tf aren by Baptiſm, are not freed from Perdition, 
and eternally Saved, that they be acturſed. 


But how conſiſtent the Ac- 
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KK. 


us 


| ciceof theſe antient Herericks, and modern | 
ih _— ſhould abate our Confidence.  - 
Rep 


[lieve that your DoCctors'could not aſfignan 
3 [expreſs TextofScripture to prove the Lord's- 


[/nfant-Sprinkling? Surely you are miſtaken: 


| /aoliz3ng that you know and believe is but 
|Breadand Wire, &c, Forany Boy would 


me, 


F Tweny-Eighth Article ofour Church, con- 
[| cerning the Lord's-Szpper, fo you, 'in like 
[| manner, demand expreſs Scripture for the 
© Tweanty-Seventh Article, concerning Ba- . 
'ptiſm.- And then he thinks, That the pra- 


ly. What, Sir, will-you make us be- 


bank becauſe you cannot-tind one to prove 


It muſt be the Subjects: you admit to it, as 
Carnal, Unregenerate, Unbaptifed Perſons; or 
your Mode of taking 1t Kyeelinz, and fo 


havetold them the Lord's-Supper is expreſly 
mentioned'1n 1 Cor. 11,20. aud elſewhere. 
Now Sir, if this tends no more to abate your 


| Confidence 1n fo bad a. Cauſe, then ours - 


in ſo Good a one, you may expect more 
in order to do it hereafter: bur let this ſuffice 
at preſent ; and know it's not ererical to ap« 
peal to expreſs Scripture tor Conhrmation of 
Goſpel-Ordinances. Fe. 

Dr.p. 12. faith, « We doſomething 1nthe 
©Worſhip of God without an expreſs Com- 


* manc 


j! 
: 
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pier” | LY 
<mand. Then he tells us, That we are 


*accufed to rejett the Lord'sDay : Is that | 


ſo ? | 
Reply. Surely our affetionate Paſtor 


| |” ſhould know that without taking the place 


of an Inquiſitor ;dothhe not Feed us on that 
Day ? — Well, we do as duly obſerve that 
Day as himfelf, from'the Apoſtles Example. 
The Dr. tells us, p. 13. That there is 
{ no Command to keepit inthe Goſpel of our 
|] Lord Jeſus. Butheasks, Why we do not 
if . keep the Seventh Day Sabbath, 
f Reply. Becauſe the great Lan-giver tothe 
Goſpel Church hath not commanded us to 
keepit :. They that werebound to keep the 
Seventh day Sabbath, were by the the ſame 
Law-giver bound to reverence the SanQtu- 
ary, and keep the Seventh Year Sabbath. 


tl Dr. Pp. 14. Asks, *If the Apoſtles Ex-'|- 


*ample 1s a Rule to us ? 
Reply. Yes ; we are obliged to walk as 
we have them for an Example. What then ? 
Then the Dr. caſts a Scoff on the Pr7= 
mittive Chriſtiazs, and({aith ; We muSt turn 
Levellers, and have all things common.” ACts 2. 


44, 45. Aits 4. 32,See here) ſaith he, a moſt 


| plain and clear example for Community of 


| "Goods. * But can you think yourſelves 
; ES | $ obliged 


, obliged from this Example of the -Apo- J 
|* ftle's, and primitive Behevers, to Sell your 


© Eftates, and diſtribute them to others, as 
*every Man hath need, doubtleſs your 
* poor Neighbours would be very well con- 

©tented to Share with yau ; but your rich 
©Landlords, : that expect the payment of 
*your Rents, would not like ſuch Pro- 


| © ceedings. 


Reply. Leſt the. Doftor ſhould be too 
fond of this Inftance, and magnmity his 
Mole-hill, to. uſe his own Phraſe, I ſhall, 
if poſſible, put a Check upon his concei- 
ted Confidence - I fay, it would be ex- 
ceeding commendable 1n the Churches of 
Chri{t on the hke occaſion, to follow this 
Primitive Example. ples ofa 

. Firſt, The Cox-Text ſhews that they 


| were Baptiſed Beljevers, and intire Lovers 


of one another ; for they were of ope 
Heart, and one Soul, Aﬀts, 2. 41, Atts, 
& 33. AM .- 
Secondly ; Eccleſzaſtical Hiſtory declares, 
and fo faith many of the Learmea, That 
theſe Chriſtians at Jeruſalem, were very | 
apprehenſive of the near approach of a fore i 
Perſecution ; ſo that they could not fay 4 
what they. Poſſeſſed was their own ; and 


therefore _ 


—_— —— __ 


_ thetefore they * choſe to. Sell thei 


If the like occaſion in his Days. 


| 
i 
; 
A vi] 
x * 
be, — 


Poſſeſſions, and make a Common Stock 
rather than to be- ſpoiled of their Sub 
ſtance by cruel Perſecators : So that now the 
Poor, that had owned the fame Lord, Faith, 
and Bapriſm,may be partakers with ther in 
their Creature-Comforts, not as Levellers, bui 
as every one had need. — And truly it 1s 
not long ſince the Bapriſed Chutches © 
Chriſt were in the like State by cruel 
Per ſecutors here 1n England, that they could 
not {ay what they poſſeſſed was their-own, 
but their Bodies and Goods were hawled a- 
way; to the Renown of our NationalChurch 
beit ſpoken But Thanks be toGod, & His 
Majeſty -K. WIELTAM\)tis otherwiſe now. 

*But were our inſulting Monitor ſo well 
acquainted with Antient Writings as he 
pretends, he 'might have found in Tertdd. 
Apol. cap. 29. 'The Chriſtiags did fo on 
And thoſe 
that have read the Hiſtories of the - United 


Provinces, will find that the Bapriſed Chri- 


ftaxs did fo on the like occaſion ; that they 
dwelt in Colleges, and had a Szock, that the 


"11 Poor might-pattake-of, not as Levellers, but 
| as'every Man had need, Bui, alas! our 


Non-Reſident Doctors, with their PR 
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heir) of Benefits, cannot endure to hear of fucha 
ok] DoArin ; - for then they would for ſhame 
Jub] part with one to a poor Cxrate : O but 


" of] Antagoniſt ſhould be Wiſe in his own 
el] Concert, in producing this Inſtance to bat- | 
ial fle an Example for Goſpel-Worſhip. -— F 
vn | Þ- 15- the Dr..doth Reaſon Learnedly thus; | 
| a.| *If all Scripture-Examples do not oblige, as 
reþ| © moſt plainly appears from this Inſtance, | 
Tis| <then 'tis impertinent to urge the Apoſtle's 
aw. | <Example, as having the force of an expreſs 
-el1| © Command. — As if the Dr. ſhould have | 
hel faid, If all Scripture-Examplesdo notoblige, | 
7 | then none do : And tho'an Example may i 
on | ot be looked upon with that force as an 
expreſs Command ; yet we will accept of 
i» | Goſpel-Example for /zfants-baptiſm, would i 
-;. | the Dr. be ſo kind as give it us : But we 
ey muſt not urge him, left.he counts us un- | 
he | reaſonable. --- 
- Butafter the Dr. hath ſpent two Pages, | 
in toffing about the buſineſs of the Sabbath, 
or Firit-day being Commanded, with ox | 
* | wg i. 4 


— —— 


Ef the matter of FaR is juſtly Queftionable; 


| thoſe Reports are ſuppoſed by the moſt 
Impartial, to be raiſed by malicious Pa 


t] pits; who ſpake as bad things of Calvin] 


and Luther, and the Waldexſes before them, 
which Slanders were received by ſome in- 
veterate Proteſtants, as Mr. Roſs and his 


Brother Edwards in his Gargrena, in their| 
abominable Fi ws ha reſh to be for 


otten. But were this true, I would fai 
now how this affeats the Doctors dif- 


{| fenting Pariſhoners, or any.in his Pariſh, 


Now obſerve how difingeniouſly the Dr: 
in{inuates; he frames a Pariſhoner to An- 


© dear 's "gen oar Confeſſion of Faith, &c. 


then he appears in a Rapture of Joy, a 


tho* he had gained ſome Ohmpick Prize | 


*Iam glad (/azth-he) you are ſo much re- 
. ©formed, as to Renounce thoſe Murr: 
© Deluſions. - 


ſwer *We are now better inlightned, as J 


l Reply. And when the DoQtor's paſſion of 
WW Joy sa little over, I ſhall ask him a Quelſtio 
Wi ortwo: Firſt, Sir, Do you not know that 
the Church of Chr##, at Corizth, had imbra 
ced ſome wild Doctrines, as diſpencing with 


Inceſt, and denying the ReſurreCtion of the] 


Dead ? Would it, I Pray, have been pro 
| | __ per 


5 per, and ingenious, for the Paſtorof the Ch, 
R] at Feraſalem, to acquaint his Flock, thathe is 


a] Corinth eluſions ? "Which indeed they had | 


IT have been informed, that many of the Ch, 


but juſtly Condemned and Executed as 
1 Traitors againſt_-His Sacred Majeſty and 
| the Government :. Is it fo, or not ? It's 


. that Loyalty was the bet Religion ; tho? I can- 


| need be : and theſe Arguments of our Dr. 
q will hardly be Convincing. 


glad they have laid afide or renounced the 


never owned or imbraced. Secondly, But 
Sir, if I may be ſo bold, I would attempt 
a little to check your great Confidence : 


of Exel. have lately not only been Accuſed, 


too Notorious to be denyed, But ought 
this to be Returned, or Charged upon the 
Pedo-Baptifts tn the Pariſh of Beckenham ? 
Surely, No ; that is not fair. And beſides, 
they were taught in the late Reign of K. F. 


not find this amongſt the Dr's Catalogue of 
Books :* — But every thing (ſaith Wile So- 

lomon) is beautiful in its time. —But I ſup» 
poſe, it might have beenas much Wifdom uw | 
the Dr. to have ſpared his Mauzſter-Story ; 
for hemay know we can give them Argu- 


mentum' Adhominum, "Twenty ior One, if 
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ges to 'Ballance Accounts with us : and to. 


for Infant-baptiſm, becauſe there is none for 
| taking an Oath, and puttingthe Hazd on the 

\ Book; which 1s a Legal or Politick practice | 
amongſt Men, tor ending of Strife, but is no 


Il | there be no Goſpel Law, or Command for 
Fj} Swearing, and handling the Book, there needs 
| Nonefor the great Ordinances of the Goſpel: 


| 'Toproceed, the Dr. ſpends ſeveral Pa- 


hew that there is no need of Goſpel-proof 


part of Goſpel-worſhip. So that it ſeems if 


Strange Divinity ! p. 23. © But, faith the Dr, 
<if you could prove this Civil and Legal 
© Swearing ; yet, pray, where are you Com- 
© manded to lay your Hard oz the Book, and 
© kiſs the Book : Now he tells us we may 
© well be Silent. | | 

Reply. I could Wiſh there were no oc- 
caſion' for Teſtimonial, or for Promiſcary 
Oaths ; which were men more faithful to 
each other, there would not, but I would 
tain know what all this tends to the Proof 
of Infants-Baptijſm;, which 1s the Dr's Bu- 
lineſs, What !- becauſe we may promiſe 
Fidelity to each other, and may witnels to 
'Truth, in matters of Controverlie, if barely 
from human Authority in Civil matters, not 
Goipel-woribip, then we may Baptiſe 
| | our 


our Infants, or rather Rantize them from 


| way of Reaſdning :and if in our civil Cuſtoms 


? 


"Let the Dr. give usa Greek Text that faith, 


that Authority. , T take this to be our Dr's 


we put our Hands on the Book and Kilfs it, 
then we may Chriſten farts with Goſſips, 
and the Sign of the Croſs. Then if a Lords 
Mayor may be impowred by Civil Authority, 
ergo, So may a Lord-Biſhop : "Then Sir, L 
will grant your Infant-baptiſm is a humane 
Cuſtom, and that 1s, I thiak, as much as you 
contend for, _ 

Next, the Dr. requires an expreis Com- 
mand'for giving the Communion to Women, 
p. 26, when he knows x Cor. 11. 28. the 
Greek expreſleth it not Conſequertially, but let, 
or 1 require; and not I, but the Lord alſo, 
thut a Man or a Woman do examin themſelves, 
and ſo eat, &c. it being in the common Gender. 


Let a Miniſter bavtiſe an Infant, and we'll be 
ſatisfied, and baptiſe our Infants : But there 
15 none, But p. 29. 'The Dr. tells us, there 
is no Command for it; and I ſhall here 
mention. what the Learned Dr. Owen a P.- 
dobaptiit faith, .1n his Anſwer to Parker, in 
P. 345. he calls ſuch trifling ſtuff, as our 
Dr. urgeth, 2 Capticios, Sophiſtical Tale, by 
which ten thouſand m_ may be made lawfet. 


Ard 


| And alittle further he faith, That everything 
I | _— as part of Divine Worſhip, that is not 
Commanaded, is Forbidden, So that T fairly 
| conclude, That 1t Infant»baptiſm be eſteem- 
Cþ ed part of Divine Worſhip, it is Forbidden ; 
|| becauſe the Dr.y.29.and Peao-baptiits do ire» 
| quently grant there1s no Command in Scri- 
| pture for it : And then, let Pedo-baptiits 
\ Bf coniider, Jer. 32. 25. D-at. 18, 20. And 
Bf. yet, Pp. 33. © The Dr. doubts not our Coe ' 
wt <2/90z, if we will Jay atide our J-norarnce 
Ft; <and Prejudice, --- and he earneſtly begs us 
8 © to lay them aſide by all means, and then he. 
41 < promiſes to endeavour to,Convince us, not 
$1 © by unwarrantable Suppoſitions, but by na- 
4j' © tural and neceſſary Conſequences from the 
M8 © Scriptures, that it is. not only Lawful, but 
*alſo our Duty to baptiſe our Infants. — 
© And becauſe he deſigns to be - as Brief as 
© poſſible, he will anly inſiſt on this one 
5 Argument. 
WW Well Sir, weafſlure you we have no Pre- 
| {| judicea oainſt your Perſon, or Goſpel-Traths, 
Wm Youzre pleaſed to grant in your. Preface, p. 
4 | 7, that we have been kind and loving Pa- 
I riſboncrs, — and whereas you fear our igno- 
 rance, Iajjure you, it weare fo, it 15 not vo+ 
i luntary ; and I do hereby Promiſc you, tq 
Ts recede 


TY : 


} 
»© 
” 
il 
.£ 


, 


' * ! 
q 


| | 


y 
% |} 


A - ” bd p n 


«TY ww 4 


recede from either Prejudices or Ignorance, 
when diſcovered, and ſhall be thankful 'to 

ou for ſuch Convictions ; —- for I grant The 
PriesPs lips ſhould keep Kyowledge, and they 


ſhould ſeek the Law at his Mouth, Mal. 2,7. 


8. But if it appears they are departed out 

of the way, we ſhall chuſe rather to take St. 
Chryſoſtom's Counſel ; —Not to regard what 
this or that Man ſaith, but enquire all things of i 


the 


fra 


<ted viſible Church-Members 


Scripture, Hom. 13. 


- Cor : OING - WIENES 


The Dr. lays down his Argument thus I 
med, * All thoſe who ought to be admut- 


© ought to be Baptiſed. | 
< But ſome Infants ought to be admitted 

© viſible Church-Members ; therefore ſome if 

© Infants ordinarily ought to be Baptifſed. 
And the Dr. that hemay remove our [z- 

norance, declares, * 'Thatthis Argument doth 

*confiſt of two Premiſes, and a Concluſion ; 

< and the reaſon is, becauſe all Hypothetical 


, ordinarily 


_ © Sjlogiſms, have juſt ſo many parts, -- ex- 
_ *cept they be Lame. So that 1s all one as 


if he had declared to the World, That hes 
Horſe had got four Legs, however it came 4- 


boat. . | 
Well Sir, the Major is freely granted : for 


we all agree, that Baptiſm 1s the initiating 


C 4 


Ordinance 


Ordinance: into the GoſpeL-Church. : and it it 
was undoubtedly the ow of Admiſſion, and - 
 Enterance into the Viſible Church ; and that - 
theright of Member-ſhip comes in by y Baptiſm. 


But, P. 35. 
6 conchide this Particular withan Argument 


*of Mr. Baxter*s, thus framed ; © If there be 
© neither Precept, nor Example of admitting 
<« Church-Membersinall the New-Teftament 


< but by Bapziſzz, then all that are now ad- . 
< mitted; ought to come in by Baptiſm : But 
& there 1s neither Precept nor Example of ad" 


,C6 mitting Church-members in all the New- 


< Teſtament but by Baptiſm, therefore they - 


< ought to come in the ſame way now. 


 Reph. T donot a little wonder the Dr. 
ſhould ſpend two or three Pages to prove 


a zajor, Which no body denies except a 

waker ; and when al 1s done, it doth his 
Cauſe no Kindneſs at all, the minor being 
poſitively deny 'd, if he means viſible Church 


members of a Church of Chriſt. Pp. 36. T 


Jhall confute his ir by this Argument : 
Tf there be neither Precept, nor Example 1 n 


all the. New- Teſtament, (for admitting 1z- 


72 #50 Church- member-ſhip by Baptiſon, 
then they ought not to be ſoadmitted now ; 


but there 1 15 neicher Precept nor Example 1n 
all 


The Dr. faith, © He ſhalt. 


all the New- Teſtament, for admitting In< | 
fants to Church-member-ſhip by Bapriſas;. | 
therefore they ought not to beſo admit- 
ted now. > 0T | 
. None can deny the major, except a Pa- | 
 pi#, ag a popiſh Priezt conteſt toa Miniſter: : 
of the Baptiſed Way : * Saith he, There is ina | 
deed no Scripture for Baptiſing of Infants, but” | 
Jet it onght to be done, becare the Church 
hath Commanded it, This was a true, and 
ingenious Confeſſion. POL. 
And my minor, 'That there 1s no ſuch 
| Precept nor Example for [fan's admiſſion | 
by Baptiſm, as the Dr. hath not aſſigned | 
either : So it is the ingenious, .and almoſt | 
general Confeſſion of Pedo-baptiits, that. | 
there is neither Precept nor Example to be |. 
aſſigned in Scripture for it - but that the 


Scripture is totally Silent as to any ſuch a | 
Practice. | 


| 


- And {ince the Dr. hath given us One of .' 
Mr. Baxter*s Arguments to prove his major, | 
1 ſhall return him 'I'wo of them to Contute 
his ior: 

I. Mr. Baxter ſaith, Tf there can be no 
Example grven in Scripture of any one that was 
Baptiſed without the profeſſion of Saving Faith, 
ror any Precept for ſo doing, then muZt not we 


Baptiſe__ 


oo 


me L 
—__—_—_ 


18 Baprrſe any without it : But the Antecedent is | 
true, therefore ſo is the Conſequence. 
I ask the Dr. whether he can Chalenge . | 
this Argument of Mr. Baxter's to be in- 
concludent of Truth? And if not, it ex- 
preſiy Confures his Cauſe. 
| 2. Again: If zt be the appointed uſe of all + |, 
Chriſtian-Baptiſm, to ſolemnize our Marriage | ' 
with Chriit ; or to ſeal and confirm our Union | 
30 1th him, then muit we baptiſe none that profeſs | * 
WW ot Tuſtifying Faith : But the Antecedent and. 
Conſequent are both evident : | Gal. 3. 26, 
27s 28, 20. Thus Mr, Baxter. | 
To which the Teſtimony - of Dr. Ha- 
mond agrees, That all Men were inſtructed 1n 
the Fundamentdls of Faith aztiently before they | | 
were permitted to be baptiſed, So that Pede-. | 
bantiits are evidently Selt-condemned- in | « 
this their practice. But to proceed : t 
Pag. 37. £ We being ſuch an ignorant 
People, the Dr. Queſtions whether we un- | x 
$ <derſtand the Terms of his Propoſitzoz, and | 
| *dorightly apprehend what 1t is to be ad- | 7 
F *< mitted a viſible Church-member. And to. | t 
= © Anſwer his Demand, he ſets up a nameleſs | a 
a 
f: 


 Pariſhoner, which he makes to ſpeak as he 
# would have him, thus ; © He that knows what 
ts to be a Member of a Family, a Corporas 

7 | | * (107, 


\. WE 
I 


5” | 6 ton, or any other Socrety * he who enjoys the. 
| © Priviledges and Franchiſes of any Corporation, 
| ©fauch a Perſon is properly a Member, &c, And 


| tends tor. 


©then the Dr. ſuppoſeth wewill grant, that 
© he who hath a r:24t and 7itle to the Blef- 
*ſirgs and Promiſes of the Goſpel, ſuch a 


.|.* Perſon ought ' to be acknowledged as a 
* Member of that Spiricual Society we call jþ 


*a'Church. Then he mentions Mr. O01:f*s 
© Defence of Infants-baptiſm, who jumps in 
a judgment with him, and ls ſtrange Fit 
of DiQtating. And in p. 39. He faith, T 
© hope you Competently aderftigd it: 1t's 

©anſwered by his Pariſhoner ; I think I do. 


Though tor my part, as wiſe and under- f 
ſtanding a Perſon as our Dr. is, I queſtion } 


whether he doth ſo underſtand it as to re- | 
concile what he hath ſaid with it ſelf, ſoas - 
to conſiit with his Practice : For, 

Firſt, The Members of a Family have 


| right to the Proviſion of the Hoſe, as Meat 


and Drzizk, &c. can freely go to the Table, 
and partake thereof : But Iz»fants, when 
they are made Members of that the Dr. calls 
a Charch, they muſt neither Eat nor Drizk 
at the Tavle, , So that from hence here 1s a 
tair Isferexce againſt his Practice he con- 


Secondly, | 


* Secondly, He that is admitted a Member 
of a Corporation, takes his freedom by vir- 
. tue of a Legal Charter, Ratified and Confir- 
med by the Sovereign's Power : But there 
| ts no Legal Charter by a Divine Law.to 
| admit Infants Members of a Goſpel-Soci- 
ety, as hath been already ſhewed ; there 
is no Clauſe for it-in the great .Charter of 
the Goſpel. IE OBE | 


But to proceed, p. 39, 40. The, D. faith, | 


Tf no Infants ought to be admitted viſible 
© Church-members, then the reaſon muſt be 
renher,  - A th; bir ef 23h; 

© Firſt, Becauſe Infantsarenot capable of 
©being admitted viſible Church-members ; 
SOrche, 5; TY 7 
- *Secondly, Becaule it is no Benefit ' or 
£ Advantage to Infants fo to be admitted, 
fOr elſe, 

*' Thirdly, Becauſe Chriſt the great Law- 
£ oiver to the Goſpel-Church, hath declared 
Che will nor admit them. This 1s the ma- 
jor of his Argument : His affirmative 1s, 
© 'That none of theſe Particulars can be af- 
Efirmed, His conclaſion 1s, Therefore ſome 
© Infants- ought to be adnutted vilible 


* Churci-members, 
Y eply, 


2 


| 


_. Reply, And firſt I deny your major, or. 
the conſequence of your major, whether 


you pleaſe to call it : For I fay there is a-- 


nother great Reaſon. why Infants. are not 
to, be admitted Church-members by Bax 
ptiſm, and that becauſethereis no Command 
nor Example for it, as hath been fully ſhew- 
ed before: There 1s go Precept nor Preſi- 
dent. for it in the Goſpel of our Lord Jeſus, 

I. I Deny that Infants are capable of be- 


ing admitted viſible Church-members of a 


Goſpel-Church of Chriftt. - = 
. 2, I Deny that it's any Benefit or Ad- 
vantage to'Infants, as ſuch, to be admitted 
Church-members. | 

3. I fay, That Chriſt the great Law-gj- 
ver to the Goſpel-Church hath not declared 
he will not admit of the Infants of Fews, | 
Tarks, or Pagans, — I demand whether our } 
Dr. would therefore baptiſe them ? I ſup- | 
poſe he would not : Yet. our Lord hath 
not ſaid, Te ſhall ot. | 
Dr. p. 41. Demands, © Whether we can || 
« pretend that Izfazts are not capable to be |} 
<admitted vitible Church-members. _ - 

Reply. "They are not capable wm their Ins 
fant itate. _ | 

6; 


| |. Qualifications of Repentaxce, Faith, Self-Ex- 


Dr; *I pray anſwer me this ſhort Que- 
«tion, Were not Infants Members. of the | 
© Jewiſh Church ? | TN 
'* Reply. That Children were Members 
- of the Jeweſh Church is granted : And 
; What then ? WY 
. Dr. <Why, Then are they not likewiſe | 
© capable to be admitted Members of the Chris | - 
© tian Church? Pn _ * 
Reply. No by no means : Becauſe by rea- 
ſon of the tenderneſs of Age, they cannot 
Repent nor Belieye; which are the ante- 
cedent Qualifications: Not as the Dr. wou'd | 
perſwade us, p.45. That Service and Obedi- 
ence vowed and promiſed on man's part,wzlf | 
ſerve turn; but there «ft be viſible & actual 
Faith, and Repentance, or there 15 no ad- 
miſſion to Goſpe|-Church-memberſhip : 
And moreover, it is evident, that without 
Faith, its impoſſible to . pleaſe God, in any 
Goſpel-Service, But behold ! none of theſe 


emination, Self-denial, &c, was required of 
perſons, to qualify them for that Fleſhly 
Rite of Circumciſion : And this in ſhott may 
ſufficiently contute his Conſequence, That 
= vecauſe Infants were Members of the Jewiſh | . 
= Church, and were capable of having Carnal-Or- 

bo 2 CE . Ainances, 


denances impoſed on them, therefore they are ca- 1 
.pable of Goſpel-Church-memberſhip, and to par- || 


he faith, © Did weeither conſider the nature | 
-< of Charch-memberſhip, or the different Ca- | 
_ ©pacities of Church-members, we would not if 


point before, and had made it appear that: | 


 Aing to Chris Ordinance in all thoſe things 


take of Spiritual Ordinance without the leait ae= i 
gree of Spiritual Under ſtanding. If 

But p. 44. 45, 46. The Dr. is pleaſed |] 
to enter into a ſtrange Fit of Dictating, |f 


©talk at this confident rate. p. 45. He faith, | 
© he muſt remind us, that there are two ſorts | 
© of Charch-members under the Goſpel, as well | 
©as under the Law. And in the ſame Page | 
©heſaith, It muſt be granted by lim, that |f 
£ there are ſeveral conditions of Charch-mem- || 
© berſhip, wholly inconſiſtant with this [z- | 
© fant 5 os | 
Reply. Sir, T thought T had diſcufled this | 


we are not ſo Ignorant of the true notion 
of Church-memberſ9ip as you {uppote ; for |þ 
according to your 19th Article, We 6e- | 
lieve the viſible Church of Chrizt to be « || 
Congregation of faithful Men ; in the coms. || 
mon Gender, 'Mez and Women; in the || 
which the pure Word of GOD #® Preached,” fj 


and the Sacraments duly adminiſtred accor- 


that 4 


"- 
4 
| | 
3 
= 
=— 7 
4” 
l 
[] 


L | 


a 


that are requiſite, and neceſſary toSalvation. 


8 <and the Exrach, AFts, 8. and the Jaylor, 
MH < 4s, 16, That they. did firſt: Belzeve, 
8 < Repert, and then by Baptiſm, were ad: | 
WM < mitted Church-members. Such Paſſages 
= <as. theſe are only to be applied to the 
= © Adult Perſons, Men and Women, of Ca- 
WF © pacity and Underſtanding, but cannot in | 
WW *the leaſt concern Infants. "Thus far the ' 
l | Poctor. n | 

W - Reply. And theſe are all that either your 
T -19th-Article mentions, or the: New-Teſta- 


|" of in the Goſpel of our Lord Jeſus: Now 


| 


So that, Sir, I beheve a Goſpel-Church- | 
member to be a Fazthfal Man or Wo- 
man, that hath put on Chriſt by Baptiſm, 
and walks according to that Sacred Pro- 
fefſion,; in Holineſs and Newneſs of Life. | 
; Pag. 46. 47: The Dr. faith, © There 
<are Primarily, and Principat Church- 
'< members, adult Perſons, Men and Wo- 
© men, that are capable to receive the Word 
<ogladly, As, 2. Such as the Samaritans, 


ment; a Charch is a Congregation of Fazth- | 
Fal Men, &c, and I am {ure there are no 
other degrees of Church-members ſpoke 


=/ 
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how he makes 'up his two Sorts, P. 45+ 
oe Tran, 0 IR 
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2N.” | T know no'>ther "Sorts, or. ſpecies, but. Believin 
he 


| © fants, as alſo - Adult - perſons, that are born | 
© and Dumb, and are: ce of, Inſtructions 3; all 
© theſe are only. paſſive Ch acts 
:. Reply: ' The Dr. might have multiplyed- his- Sorts 


Men, and” believing; Women - +: Here is. two Sedts 
;.* But Þ. | Fr 200 
* imperfect ſort of 'Church-members ;- ſuch are- 


urch-members. 


and S1zes 'of Church-members ; as the illegitimata 
Baſtards, and natuatl; Idiots, botn Fools, \ 
Reaſon ;- which ate- all Baptiſed-members on thew 
accounts 7. For all'is Fiſh as'comes to the Nee 2 
But- I: would fain-know, What 'way the Dry. wall 
take (to make us: believe what he - ſaith is true ? 


| Hath- he no demonftrations but his bare 1pſedixirs ? 


or only our Ignorance, or Prejudice that obſtrudts 


; our receiving it on: bis, -bare- Word ?. {But Sine 


Authoritate Scripturarum' G arrulitias non habet fi- 
dem. ——-Without the Authority of the Scriptur 
pratleing gains no. Credit. We deny that. Infants 


are in any ſenſe. capable of Goſpel-church-mem+. | 


ber-ſhip. ; ; 

C > Th 

' Þ. 47. The Dr. faith, Thoſe Texts, that ſpeak 
© of Repentance and Faith, to qualifie for Baptiſm, 
* are to be applyed to the Adult, not to Infants, 
© that are not capable of them : But) faith he, 
© ſuch mifapplication is a grand Fundamental - mi- 
F ſtake of your Party, and for Conviction; he mult 


© delire us to conſider, that the ma ſuch, 
Wis | 


* indifinite Expreſſions is to be judged of from the 
5 Nature and Capacity of -thoſe Perſons, to whom 


© they are ſpoken : - It's an, Apoſtolical Command, 


*ſaith' the Dy. that if any Man would not Work, 
*: Neither ſhould he Eat. 2 The. 3. .16- 

. "Reply. Here the Dr. ſaith well, That all thoſe 
Texts that ſpeak of po ang Repeutance, to 


46. the Dy., ſaith, There;are a Noe 
Deaf 


Void of 


qualifie . 


11 


A 


aualifie for Baptiſm, are only applicable-to the 4 


 teffor- 


©. Thel. 


; © Weak and Aged as cannot Work. ---- Now, ſaith 
'©rhie 'Dy. you have anſwered your ſelf, and faith 
© he, in like manner it is apparent that Faith, Re- | 


ww 


Baptiſm, requited of Infants,Fools Baſtards,Deaf &c. 


anſivered all his own 'Pretences, 'and given away 
his Cauſe ; for, Behold” there is nothing more. e- 


dalt : It's very trac, Sir, and fo are all the 
Texts that ſpeak of Baptiſm and Church-members- 
ſhip; So that there is neither Repentance,Faith,nor 


jn' the Goſpel of our Lord Jeſus. But to-return what 
the ' Dr. charges, on himſelf, I fear it's not a mi- 
ſtake, but a” wilful Error in the Pedobaptiſts; in 
fopporting their mere humane Tradition by the 
mi{-application of thoſe Sacred Oracles. . And A- 
tas ! when Men -have ftrained their Wits, and 
Racked their Brains ' to draw Conſequences 

om Scriptures for Infants' Bap 


more Natural than for a Pap:## to argue thus, 


Aat. 16. 19. Chriſt gave” Peter the Keys of the 
Kingdom of - Heaven ; /therefore the Pope may (ell 
as many Pardotis for Money, and Damn and Save 
gs many Souls ag he phoals, being Peter's Suc- 


- ©' Bur, to proceed, 'p. 48. the Dr. ſuppoſes that 
©famre | rajn-fick Enthufsa#t ſhould thus argue from 

2 Thel.. F 10. Infants cannot Work, therefore 
© they muſt not Eat, Old,” lmpotent, and Bed-rijd 
* Perfons cannot Work, therefore they mult Starve. 
© This doth only forbid the relief of JdleLubburs and 
© Lazy Drones, who can -Work, but will not 5: but 


<;t doth not prohibit :relief of Children, or ſuch 


© pentance, 'and Obedience, are only required of 
F Adult Nerſons who are able to perform them * 
© Not © ITtifants, who are not capable of them. 

Reply. Tthink that the 'Dy. hath in a few words 
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ela active SubjeRing to the Cammiand. 
this one Argument, return upon\the Dr. thi pro- 


. tnember 


vident thin that Baptiſm is a werk of Ol 
1 ſhalt ny | 


per Concluſion from his Conceſſion. - | 
If Infants are' not capable of Obedience; ther | 
Infants oaght not to be Baptifed 3 but the Dr. © i 
faith, Infancs-are not capable: of Obedience ; theke- i 
fore Infants ought not to be Baptiled. i 
For as it's weat Weakneſs to ſi that Te 
e that w—_ not work, ſhall not Eat, to intend 
nclude infants 2 $0 it is as great weakneſs. & 


topo el other Baptit. ſhox that mehtions San 


ſhould intend of i 
Infants : gy have I ed that Infants a aren 
capable ' of Church-member-ſhip or Baptiſm, _ 
2. ] procecd to <xatnine what the regs 
are the Dy.: talks of, / that will redown to 
by their . Church-member-ſhip. - INES 
7. 1 have already fhewed; they have no. Fellow- C | 
fhip'or "right -of Communion at/the Lord” rn! 
they enjoy no 'more Kaye in" the . Church, 
while Infavts, after, than befor”: So 
A wr oy- ajon _ 


have r{E: ed peckngg - 

1, I deny that a. yh have Pardon. of Sin by 
their pretended'Baptiſm': , Not of 4&nal Sin, for | 
they have cortnirf port and ſuch as' have par- | 
don. of Sin” have it upors their Repentance, whicli 
Cala ren caniiot do.. And' ſure he doth. notmeat 

_ Sin; - for they a are under that, equally after, 

e their Ba ' tho* this - was 
ol ſe of it, pes ir wi eſe Ecers | 
the Canncils afortid et.of bon walk Pale : 
Taye teamed 10. be ' 
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;d ' aS;"$0 Infa: nts eternal inheritance -.in, the 
Next. Life, it's . not.,on that - Score, no Conditions 
being aquired. for Infants Salvation ;. they having 
never Ated SN are by our Saviour pronounced 
Heirs of; the- K ingdpm ,of Heaven ; as. the Dr. 
gravts.-p. 71. And: Qur Gracious God hath not put. 
the-eternal State of Tofants., into the, Hands of 
Vain Man. .. ;: 
he. Dripends no Iebs than the Subſtance of 
tany Þ ages about, yah order of Words, in Afar. 
y:29-.. Mark, 16.16, , One had need be as 
So. as. a JUAE , that, = forbear ſiniling ; to 
Ve k Dy's: frivolous Evaſions : Becayle the 
Res y pak therefore in Tj - Exeks. 4s ; 44. 
Panict a «named -befdre. 7 Job. Mark, 1. 4. Job 
Ts the Bappifin, of Reprntance: &e. , Ob- 
. Baptiſed, a then preached the Baptiſm 
| Joy and Peace "are 
©. mentned. befor ey = . Mark, 4» 5- .. Take 
ns r you have ng, and' then their 
JON), m—— 
exly, Doth:the De le "they wete In ants that 
Went, Qur .to him, ?, Or, doth he ſuppoſe. he Bap- 
fiſed;;thoſe that went, Iu befote his breaching oY 
th&ir Confeſlian ?. e dare not 1a) But 1 
Gall rey Diſpatch is :. the Dr. vo ;the Prg- 
chem ]. that is, put, after the [Paxticiple ] 
can , PO ibly have no,other Subſtantive, 
Wk Fs. pe crlong that , were firſt capable of teach- 
x e Parralel Text, 24ark, 16. 16, Now, 
| | RON ants, Are not.cxcluded- in Mathew, Hey be- 
| bag part .of the Natigus, .then there is Lo Creature 
I veg from Baptiſio iy i Mark 16. 16 becauſe, the 
| -to be Le every Creature; Then 
'$ wee. ripd of: gi 34 Birds and. Bealts, as 
| 44 veſt 
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| yell as Babes maybe baptiſcd; for they areCreatutes,” "1 


| < ſed them? And when this were, done,:can any ina» 


 * wiſlion had tup, Ge, Profflits all Natiqns Circum- | 


if he faith they are not Sbjettum Capis, I ay neiths 
are Infants : And would it not be u1aproper to - |j 
Gy ani Infant may be Chriftened before it's Born 
naturally ; fo.it 1s to imagine that. Chriſt, or 
his- Apoſtles, -did admit any to Goſpel-baptiſm be- 
fore' they were fpiritual:y born by Faith and Re- 
pentance. | 2 

P. 86. The,Dr. ſuppoſes, © That if this Commilſli- 
© on were given to {cveral Divines of the Church of 
© England, to.g0 and Diſciple the Indians, would 
© they not fir{t Preach the Goſpel ? And when the 
© Adult had imbraced it, would,they not have Bapti- 


* gine _ theſe Miflioners would refuſe their In- 
© fants ES EOS | 
And the Argumeut the Dr.. ,uſeth- to; perſwade 
us to Believe they would theu,Baptiſe their Infants, 
ns | | 

"1 


© © Secing it .ifin. uſe amongſt us here in England, 
from whence. the Commilſiion, came, &c. 
Reply. Sir, what they would do, I know not ; buf 
[ have ſome, reaſon. to believe the Divines of L298 | 
Church wollld, be.too like the Veins of your Stee- 
ples; and would before all things prefer their own 
Intereſt and: Safety 5 as hath been too evident in 
former Reyolutions. | "0 
- : 2, I do nof ſuppoſe they would refuſe. to Baptiſe 
their Ipfants; for why may they' not ſerve for Mer 
bers of a Carnal National Church in [:d:a, as well 
as England ; .But were the Apoſtle's of Chriſt, or 
their Ccccalfovin the ſame Faith, to go, they would | 
Fefuſe to Bapriſe their Infants z and ſay, We have no | 
ſuch Cuſtom, nor the Churches of. Chrizt. A 
And then in p, 81. He faith, * That. if the Con- } 


ciling | 


F *ciſing them? he appeals to us whether the Infants 


© of ſuch Gentiles Profelites, ſhould be excluded Cir- 
* camber, * -- G Gf on il 

Reply. Take this ſhort Anſwer ; We do believe 
all Females; Women and Infants, would rot be 
Included, and fo Excladed,, hecauſe'thzy had - not 
thoſe Natural Parts'to qualify them for it. - So I 
alſo Believe all Infants are excluded Baptiſm, bes 
carlſe they have not thoſe Spiritual parts to qualify 
them for 1t—— 
fot the Women, and Female Infants, are a part of 
the Nations alſo. - | | 
© And asfor theDr's Arguing, that becauſe ſome In- 
fants were capable of Cireumcifion, is Frivolous ; for 
doth it follow that becanſe it was the Will of the 
great Loagionar to give 6 _ Command that | 
_ Ek nfants-ſhon _ perm of the cighel [* 

ay preciſely, upon aſſevere Pcrtalty, that vain Mar | 
without any Command, muſt Baptiſe Male and Fe- | * 
mate Infants; on the 1ſt, 3d, or 7th day; when it's e; 
vident, Abrams Natural Seed had no right toBaptiſim: 
Nor have BE but ſuch as do the works of rang 
"Betauſe the Fruit-trees were holy:Lev.19:23-24. Cj c 


eumciſed, and*in Covenant, therefore we muſt ba 
ours in England take them into Churchmnemberthip, 
And now-tho? the Dr. hath indeavoured to rub-the 
Ruft of this Old and Forlorn Argument, that hath 
been as oft Confuted as Started, as -he Cannot be 
Ignorant of, even by Learned pens. Now there is 
not-a word in the Goſpel to inſtitute Infant-baptiftg, 
35 hath been afferted, © neither Precept -nor Exampl 
as hath been bor Earn; and.” Tacitly gratited. 
And then 1t 'is ſafe to be Sober; and notTo advance 
above Goſpel-Rule for GolpeWorlkip : as tho we 
| "ruſt be fent to. School to the Old Ceremonial - 
Law, that is vaniſhed; Hebz. 8.:t0 lean iſe OA 
© HIAnNccs. 


And let this ſerve for an Aniwer ;.|- - 
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from hence, and Confute this Conſequence I ſhall 


1- - Firſt, The Ford Brooks, in his Treatiſe of Epif- 


-|*® Difference in the Ordinances, the Perſons. to be 
'** Gircumciſed, are ſtated by a' poſitive Law, fo ex- 


< ſeemsto require in allduch Perſons : Now, how: In- 


dinances, 85 tho'- Chriſt our great Prophet, 'who, 
ome, had not by Poſitive, or ( to uſe our Doftor's 
hrafe ) Expreſs Comroands and Example, eſtabliſh- 
ed -his Ordinances, without the Retrogreſſion ta 
Moſes; and aſlinilating them to the Padigogy and Si- * 
militude of Tipes, &c. And to end the Dr's Plea- 


ive the Reader one Inſtance or two cut of ſome 
inent Pedobaptif7s Writings. - 


£0pacy, P. 100. ſaith thus ; © That the Analogy which 
* Bapti/4 now hath with Circumciſion, in the Old 
Fe Law,.is a fine rational Argument to+illuſtrate a 
© Point well Proved before. But I ſomewhat doubt, 
& faith he, whether it be Proof my for that which 
F* ſome would prove by itz ſince beſides, the . vaſt 


5 preſs that it leaves no place for Scruple ; but it - } 
* 5 far otherwiſe in 'Baprsſzr, where allithe Defign- | 
& ations, for ought I know of Perſons fit to be Parta- 
F takers, is only ſuch as Believe ; for this is the qua- 
<«lification which with cxacteft {carch 1 find the Scri- |} 
*© ptures, mentions Perſons to be Baptiſed ; and this it | 


F© fants can properly be ſaid to Beli&ve I am not yer 
© fully Reſolved. * 

Thus far this Learned Gentleman Learngdly and 
Truly :Argues againit our Dr. Tho' he was a Peag- © 
baptiF+, ſure he had not found out our Dr's Diſtin- } 
ion about two Species, or Kinds of Church-memberg? 
He was more ingenious than to impoſe frivolous Non- 
ſequiters upon the belief of his Reader. 

Again, Dr, T aylor, lib. Proph. P 228, Who ſaith, 
* The Argument from Circumciſion 4s invaled upo 
* Infinite Conſderations, Figures and Types prov 

"RT | | : natal 


Bo *< nothing except a Command'to | go 'alotig with-i+ 5 
| .< Or ſome Example to ſignify ſuch bo be their Pax. 
| == : 
« So that I conclude ſafely, and take no more than 
| is given me from theſe two Pedobapti# Gentlemen, 
W © That Infant-baptiſm cannot be concluded from Cir- 
| cumpciſion, without a Goſpel-Command ; and our Dy. 
hath granted that there is none'; For it is unrea- 
ſonable to expect tt, Lv 5,086 
And becaule as hath been ſaid, there were no Qua- 
lifications required to fit male Infants for Circum- 
ciſion, the Dr. ſpends three or four Pages in quoting 
Texts, that ſpoke of the adult Iſraelites, to waſp them, 
anake them clean ;, and David's praying for a clean 
Heart, &Cc. and the Jews were admonithed to- take 
away the fore-skin of their Hearts, &c. —— A thin 


Then p. 35- The Dr. asks, Whether an Infant" o 
eight pA DE corld Ciroumciſe the Eby P 4 
* Replz., No, it could-not, neither was it required ; 
'nor could /it have a. broken Spirit. It was never 
made the antecedent to Circumciſton, preparatory 
-for-it; tho it's abſolutely ory tothe found? in 
all that are to be Bapriſed, p. 56. Tho' Circumciſion 

were good, and valed even to Babes and Fr uit-trees, 
yea, Fools, deaf- and dumb Babes of eight days old - 
Fet to Sprinkle an Infant, and call it Baptiſm, is a 
mock Baptiſin, ' and ſets the Infant on Crying, when 
"the right-Subject goes away Rejoycing, For there 

is this difterence, That Law.was a Yoke that we nor 
our Fathers were able to bear, ſo: tedions. was'' the 
Yoke of Circumciſion : but fhall we Fewdi/e the 
Goſpel, and make that fo too, and make their Hearts 
fad whom God hath not madefad : But of var this 
| - having already fpoke of his pretended Priviledges that 
'_ Infams epjoy:by- their Church-memberſhip, - p. _ 

OO PY ho 2s and. 


Shrub for the Dy. to ſhroud: under. - . 
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- | and ſhewed that after: all his ſtr, they are juſt none _ 


at all. 1; © = a) 
The Dr. p. 63. 67. Here is a ſtrange Conſequence 
he would fain ſhould help him our : -He asks, Whe- 
ther Infants are not capable of Civil Adoption, and 
to be admitted into a College, or Hoſpital, &c, ©. 

Reply. Yes; they are: And what if they are capa - 
ble of jt? . Doth it follow that then they may be Ba- 
tiſed ? What weak Trifles are. theſe from ſuch a 
Parſon ! | 

In p. 67. The Dy, faith, © He will explain it by 
© conſidering civil affairs in the act. of Naturalization 
© of foreign Proteſtants ; the Parents only do take the 
© Oaths, and Teſt ; for-Infants know nothing of the 
© watter, yet this ARt of «he Parents is imputed- to 
© the Children, for their Benefit, &c, CE] 
Reply. Well then, the Parents may Believe and be _ 
Ba tiled, and their Infants may enjoy all the: Privi- 
ledges they are capable of ; and yet know nothing of 
Baptiſm ; becauſe as the Infant hath not Wiſdom, nor ' 
cannot underſtand the Oaths and Teſt, fo he is alto- 
your as uncapable of Baptiſm, which is a ſolemn 

ovenanting with God. And fo let that paſs. . . 

P. 62. The Dy. ſaith © If our [farts are not Chris 
© ſtians, Jews, nor Turks, then they are Heathens ; 
© and then the Apoſtles wilt admoniſh you that rchey 
© are without ChriS, without Hope, without God in 
© the World, &c. Epheſ. 2. 12. And p, 63. He tells | 
© us, That out of the Church there isno Salyation z 
© and what will you leave them to the general Mercy, 
$of God, like a Company of Heathens ? 

Reply. Our Dy. was but now, in p. 48. Condem- 
ning us for mifapplication of Scriptures, tho without 
the leait juſt caule : But behold, he is g_ miſ ap- 
plying two Texts; doth Epheſ. 2. 12. ſpeak of 
Infants ? No, ſure : did they walk according to the 

E — Com/e 


Courſe of 
in the Zufts of the Fleſh, verſe 2, 3, | 


ts no Salvation - . and Cites As 2. 47. Ard the 


Saved | . 
Are Infants intended kere ? Surely the Dr dare 
_—y it- for Shame: Did Peter Preach to them, 
- and 
46. did Infants continue Redfaft in the Apoſtles Do- 
Erine and Fellowſhip in breaking Bread and Prayer, 
and it was ſuch as theſe that were added to the Church, 
And, Sir, is there no Salvatzon out I Church ? 
1 never heard a Proteſtant ſay fo before : know 
the Papal Church fo concludes; then it's time for 
- filly Women, that believe it, to be frighted if their 
Tafants ſhould dye before they are Sprinkled : and 
then it ſeems the general Mercy of God, withont the 


Saved. But 7 leave this to the Reader; and the 
Dz's ſecond thoughts ; and fay, Infants are faved 
without Faith or Baptiſm, by the Merits of Chrift. 
' Þ. 64. He is offering ftrange dictates, and would 

have us to believe, That Infants are Believers before 
they Believe, ©&c | | 

p. 65. He faith, * God doth eſtimate them as Be- 
© hevers: %e | ; 

Well Sir, and he eſtimates them as Biptiſed, with- 
out Baptiſm : And what then ? | 


tional Creatures, and treated as ſuch, not as Brutes. 
- Reply, I grant it ;, I ſhall frame an Argument from 
it to his hand thus ; Thoſe Infants that may be treat- 
ed as Rational Creatures, not as Brutes, may be Ba- 
priſed ; Burt, 
þ Jnfant $ 


this World ? Had they their Coiverſations: 


Again he tells us, that Infants are eſteemed as Ra-; 


s Again, p. 63. He faith, Out of the Church there | 
Lord added to the Church, daily ſuch as ſhould be | 


onvert and Baptiſe them ? ſurely no : verſe | 


Pod 


particular Mercy of the Prieſt, Infants cannot be || 


OO 0'0 ky 4 wy” 
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" Turks and Jews may be Baptiſed: 
| the looks of his Aſſertion, or Inference. 


count the Reverend Door Stillingfleet gives of the 


© Jeſuit ſaith the Charge of 1dolarry 
i*C the Dr. is groundleſs ; becauſe it's not declared 


' faith the Dr. now Biſhop of Worceſter, the point 


Infants of Turks and Jews may be treated 4s R4-R 
tional Creatures, not as Brutes ; ergo, Infants of” 


1 ſuppoſe the Dy. on a ſecond view, will not like 


W hat he cites out of the Book of Martyrs as Mr. 
Filpor's Words, does him no kindneſs ; but makes 
againſt him as to the:caſe in hand -: If Infant? can- 
not profeſs him, they cannot put him on by Ba- 
ptiſm, --- And after a great deal of Cireumlocution, 
and vain, Reitterations, ( 3ly in p. 73.) he puts us 
to prove where Chriſt, the great Law-giver to ' 
the Goſpel-Church hath faid he will not admit 
them : And this he calls the very hinge of the 
Controverſie., And here I ſhall mention the ac- * 


plea of his Popiſh Adverſary, in his diſcourſe con- 
cerning the Idolatry of Rome. p. 177: «© The + 
rought by. 


"© {in- divine Truth ; that honour is not to be giv- 
<en to Images of Chriſt, and his Saints, that 
*© what appears to be bread in the Euchariſt, is not 
.*© the Body of Chriſt ; that it is not lawful to in- 
*© yoke Saints' to Pray for us. Theſe are the 
<© Feſuit's words requiring the Dr, to prove thelſey 
© negatives, on which fingle point he puts the ſtreſs 
<* of his argument. Juſt. ſo doth onr Dy - But, 


1s ſo caly it will not require much time to dif- 
* patch it q for 7 aſſert it to be an Article of m 
© Faith, that God alone is to be Worſhiped wit 
© Divine and Religious Worſhip ; and he that*! 
«'canot inferr that no created being is to be' Wor- 
F ſhipped, hath the name of a reaſonable Creature 
« given him to.no puxpoſe ; What need we make 

| TH <« Negative 
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P"INCY? aith > that the Pope vs wot || 
\ © Tradition 1s not; Councils are not >, a. privatc 
*  * Spirit 2s not :.' For all theſe things are neceſſarily } 
 < implyed therein. We do. therefore Refuſe: the'Þ 
© Belief of them, becauſe not contained in the only 
 * Rule of Faith the Bible. EET 
Now, Sir, take the ſame Anſwer ; Believer's Bap- I 
tiſm is contained plainly in the Scriptures, the only. '} 
Rule of our Faith ; - therefore left we ſhould have. 
the Name of Rational Creatures giyen us to no pur- þ 
'. Pole, we.can-infer, that neithex Bells, nor Eabes, are” 
Subjects of Baptiſm 5 and thus Sir, your main hinge | 
25s you ca'l it p. 73- 1s by | yeur own! Dr, quite : 
thrown: off tie Hook 5, aiid- all your preſling us t@': 
.altiena Prohibition as you do top. 77. aoth but Sym- 
bolize you with the Jef{uit,your now Br ſhops' Antaga- 
.nſs But to.cencludg the Dr grants p.99. that the - 
Doctrine of the Goſpel was not Calculated: for In- 
Hants: . Then .I am ffxe, the Dottriae' of -Baptiſen 
-. was not, which is one great-De&&Fae of the Goſpel. 
- I tha!ll conclade with thele two Arguments. ' -- 


+ — 


© 1 Argum, The New Teſtament doth plainly and ' 
Ss ſuffcien:ty declare punto 35, who are: the proper and 
Capable Subjects of; Baptiſin. But the. New Tefta- 

S 7:#t doth not. plainly and fufjiciently declare that 
Infants are the proper and capable ſubjaits of Baptiſm: 
I - Therefore Infauts are not the proper and capable Sub» 
[AU 90 Ct 


- "Jetts of Baptiſm. 
+...2, Argum. If Infant-baptiſm were an Ordinance of 
 Cbrift., then the Scriptures would ſomewhere declare, 
2 bor, when, of where Ciriſf ordained it': but the Scri- 
ures ns were declare hom, when or where Chriſt or- 
' Ha-ned it ;, ergo, Infantsbaptiſm is av Ordinance ,of 
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